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Supersolid hardcore bosons on the triangular lattice
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W e detem ine the phase diagram ofhardcore bosons on a triangular lattice w ith nearest neighbor
repulsion, paying specialattention to the stability ofthe supersolid phase. Sin ilar to the sam em odel

on a square lattice we nd that for densities

< 1=3 or > 2=3 a supersolid phase is unstable and

the transition between a com m ensurate solid and the super uid is of rst order. At Intem ediate

Ilings 1=3 <

PACS num bers:

Next to the widely observed super uid and Bose—
condensed phasesw ith broken U (1) symm etry and \crys—
talline" density wave ordered phases w ith broken trans—
lational sym m etry, the supersolid phase, breaking both
theU (1) symm etry and translationalsym m etry hasbeen
a widely discussed phase that is hard to nd both in
experim ents and in theoreticalm odels. E xperim entally,
evidence for a possble supersolid phase in buk ‘He has
recently been presented 'Q:], but the question of whether
a true supersolid hasbeen ocbserved is far from being set—
tled {4, 8], keaving the old question of supersolid behavior
In translation invariant system s EL', r‘§] unsettled for now .

M ore precise statem ents for a supersolid phase can be
m ade for bosons on regular httices. It has been pro-
posed that such bosonic lattice m odels can be realized
by loading ultracold bosonic atom s into an optical lattice,
w here the required longer range interaction between the
bosons could be induced by using the dipolar interaction
in chrom jum condensates E_G], or an interaction m ediated
by ferm jonic atom s n a m xture ofbosonic and ferm ionic
atom s f_'/.]. W ih the recent realization ofa B oseE instein
condensate BEC) In Chrom jum atom s E_é], these exper—
In ents have now becom e feasble, raising the Interest in
phase diagram s of lattice boson m odel, and particularly
In the stability of supersolids on lattices.

The question if a supersolid phase is a stable ther-
m odynam ic phase for lattice boson m odels has been
controversial for m any years. Analytical calculations
using mean- eld and renom alization group m ethods
ig, :_l-(_i, :_l-]_;, :_1-2_1'] have predicted supersolid phases form any
m odels, including for the simplest m odel of hardcore
bosons w ith nearest neighbor repulsion on a square lat—
tice w ith H am iltonian
X X X

aﬁ.l/aj + aljfa-l +V niny ni; (@)
hi;ji hi;ji i

H= t

where a] (a;) creates (destroys) a partick on site i,
t denotes the nearest-neighbor hopping, V a nearest—
neighbor repulsion, and the chem ical potential. Sub—
sequent num erical investigations using exact diagonal-
ization and quantum M onte Carlo QM C) algorithm s
t_l-g, :;L-ff, ;[g‘n, :_l-g, :_l-j] have shown that for this m odel, the

< 2=3 we nd an extended supersolid phase even at half 1lling = 1=2.

1
0.8F--————__ \ .
PS Tl -
—=--5idp
0.6 L |
a | supersolid(\ superfluid
0.4 ~~ .
Sy _ _splidp=1/3
PS -7 ===
0.2F-———-~ - |
| |
00 0.1 0.2 0.5

FIG . 1l: Zero—tem perature phase diagram of hardcore bosons
on the triangular lattice in the canonical ensem ble obtained
from quantum M onte C arlo sim ulations. T he regions ofphase
separation are denoted by PS. The Insets exhibit the density
distribution inside the solid phases for = 1=3 (lower panel),
and = 2=3 (upper panel).

supersolid phase is unstabl and phase separates nto su—
per uid and solid domains at a rst order (quantum )
phase transition. R ecently, this occurrence ofa  rst or-
der phase transition was explained by show ing that a

uniform supersolid phase in a hardcore boson m odel is

unstable tow ards the introduction of dom ain walls, low —
ering the kinetic energy of the system by enhancing the

m obility of the bosons on the dom ain wall f_l-j] In a re—
lated work it hasbeen proposed that super uid dom ain
walls m ight be an explanation for the experim ental ob—
servation of possible supersolidity in Helium B, :_1-§']

To stabilize a supersolid on the square lattice, the ki
netic energy of the bosons in the supersolid has to be
enhanced either by su ciently reducing the on-site in—
teraction to be Jess than 4V [11], by adding additional
next-nearest-neighbor hopping tem s f_l-e_i], or by form ing
striped solid phases w ith additional longer-ranged repul-
sions [13,19).

In this Letter we w ill consider the interplay of super—
solidiy and frustzation by studying the hardcore boson
m odel ('_]:) on a triangular lattice. In the classical lim it
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FIG . 2: Zero—tem perature phase diagram of hardcore bosons
on the trangular lattice in the grand canonical ensem ble ob—
tained from quantum M onte C arlo sin ulations. Second order
phase transitions are denoted by solid lines, whereas rst—
order transitions are denoted by dashed lines. T he system is
half- lled for =V = 3.

t = 0 two solid phases exist at llings = 1=3 (and
p= 2}=)3_), where one of three sites is  Iled (em pty) J_l’l‘ a
3 3 ordering w ith wave vectorQ = (4 =3;0) [0],
shown in the insets of Fig.i. At half lling ( = 1=2),
w here the square lattice show sa solid ordering w ith w ave
vector ( ; ), the solid order is frustrated on the trian—
gular lattice, and the classicalm odelhas a hugely degen—
erate grolzmd state with an extensive zero-tem perature
entropy R11.

The question arises whether this degeneracy of the
classicalsystem athalf Iling is lifted when quantum dy-—
nam ics is added at a nite hopping param eter t, and
w hich phase gets stabilized. M ean— eld studies have pre—
dicted a supersolid phase f_Z-g‘] G iven the questionable
reliability of m ean— eld calculations in the case of the
square lattice m odela num erical check isneeded. Indeed
G reen’s function M onte Carlo (GFM C) simulations on
an all lJattices I_Z-Z_'i] have indicated the absence of a super—
solid phase at half 1ling, but again on such an all lattice
num erical results can also be m iskading as in the square
Iattice m odel {L3].

W e have thus perform ed a serdes of high-accuracy nu-
mericalQM C calculationson large lattices using stochas—
tic series expansions !_2-4] w ith global directed-loop up-—
dates [_2-§'] for the hardcore boson m odelon the triangular
lattice and show the phase diagram in Fjg.:}' and Fjg.:ga*
for the canonical and grand-canonical ensem ble, respec—
tively. Them aln results are that for 1ings < 1=3 and

> 2=3 a supersolid isunstable tow ardsphase separation
by exactly the sam e dom ain-w allproliferation m echanisn
through which the square lJattice supersolid isunstabl at
all Ilings % 1=2. In contrast, for intermm ediate densi-
ties 1=3 < < 2=3 we nd that the degeneracy of the
frustrated classical m odel is indeed lifted and a stable

FIG . 3: D ensity of hardcore bosons on the triangular lattice
as a function of along lines of constant valies of t=V . The
inset displays the Jum p in the density as a function of t for
=V = 4 at &=V 0:165. Only densities 1=2 are shown
since the phase diagram is sym m etric around half 1ing.

supersolid phase em erges. T he phase diagram in Fjgg
is sim ilar to the m ean— eld phase diagram :_-|_2_l‘>..], abeit
w ith a substantially reduced supersolid region. T he su—
persolid is stable even at half Iling, contradicting the
am alHattice GFM C results ofRef. 2:_;

W e will now discuss the phase diagram s in m ore de—
tail, starting wih simple lin its. Considering the sin—
gk boson (ole) problem , one can show that the lattice
sempty for < o = 6t and complktely lled for

> 1= 6(t+ V). For large values of =V , the bosons
aresuper uid,witha nitevalieofthesuper uid densiy

s , which we m easure through the w nding number uc-
tuations W of the world Ines l_2-§] as ¢ = W %i=@ v).
T w o solid phases em erge upon low ering t=V w ith rational

1lings 1=3 and 2=3, respectively. B oth are characterized
by a nie valie of the densiy structur%ﬁctor per site,
S@=N = hyg éi, where 4 = (I=N) ,;n;exp(gr;)
at vbaye \igcitors Q = (4 =3;0), corresponding to
the 3 3 ordering wave vector. The m axinum ex—
tent of the solid phases is reduced by quantum  uctua—
tions from them ean—- eld value of (&=V ) = 05 down to
(=V)c.= 01495 0:025.

Since the phase diagram is symm etric when inter-
changing particles with hols ( ! 1 ) we restrict
our discussion from now on to 1=2 and plot the den—
sity as a function of chem ical potential for cuts at
constant t=V in Fig.d. For =V = 0:1 we clearly observe
a plateaux corresponding to the = 2=3 ( = 1=3) phase
w ith broken translhtional symm etry. The approach to
thisplateaux from < 2=3 ( > 1=3) is continuous, indi-
cating a second order phase transition, whilk for > 2=3
( < 1=3) we see a Jimp caused by a rst order phase
transition. M easuring the density structure factor S ()
and the super uid density in Fig.fl we identify thisasa

rst order phase transition between the solid and super—
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FIG.4: Static structure factor S (Q ) for hardcore bosons
on the trangular lattice as a function of along a line of
constant t=V = 0:. The inset show s the behavior of the
super uid density s .
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FIG.5: The = 2=3 solid doped with bosons. a) additional
bosons (open circles) added on top of the solid. b) lining the
bosonsup costs no additionalpotentialenergy. c) shifting the
Jow er halfofthe Jattice Introduces a dom ain wall (dashed line)
at no cost, but now d) the additionalparticles can hop freely
across the dom ain wall, gaining additional kinetic energy.

uid phases.

T he situation here is the sam e as in the square lattice
m odel, w here doping the solid leads to phase segparation
at a st order phase transition. The strict argum ents
for nstability of a supersolid phase In the square lattice
f_l-]'] can also be applied here: the uniform supersolid is
unstable tow ards the introduction ofdom ain wallsaswe
fllistrate in Fig. A. W e start by adding L=3 additional
bosons to the solid at density = 2=3 Fig. fa)], which
corresponds to an in  nitesim aldensity in the them ody—
nam ic lim . These bosons can gain a kinetic energy of

62=V per boson by second order hopping processes.
P lacing these additionalbosons along a line, as shown in
F iy.b) costsno additionalpotentialenergy, and we can
even shift one halfofthe lattice by one lattice spacing, in—
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FIG.6: Finite size scaling behavior of the static structure

factor S (Q ) and the super uid density s forhardcore bosons
on the trangular lattice at =V = 0: and half ling ( = 1=2,

=V = 3).D ashed lines indicate extrapolations to the in nite
Jattice.

0.05 T T T T T
0.3
0.041- 02l
a’
5 0.03f 0.1F
o
“ 0.021
%
0.011- B
0 EEE—EE—EEﬂE——-B———E——'E‘--—B--'E"——E;
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
174%
FIG .7: Static structure factor S (Q ) for hardcore bosons on

the triangular lattice as a function oft at half Iling ( = 1=2
and =V = 3.) The inset show s the behavior ofthe super uid
density s and the kink at =V 0:12, indicated by an arrow .

troducing a dom ain wallasshown in F ig. :50) ,again atno
cost in potential energy. But now , the additionalbosons
can gain kinetic energy of tperboson by hopping freely
across the dom ain wall, which lowers the energy of the
dom ain wall state com pared to the buk supersolid, and
hence the supersolid phase is unstable.

A di erent situation exists for < 2=3, since there is
no symm etry around = 2=3. Here, form Ing a dom ain
wallwould cost extra potential energy, and a supersolid
phase can thus be stabilized. To dem onstrate the exis-
tence of this supersolid even at half 1ling, we show the

nite size scalingof s and S Q ) n Fig. :f:',both ofwhich
extrapolate to nie values. Intervening the solid phases
at 1=3< < 2=3we hence nd an extended supersolid
phase, where both the super uid density and the densiy
structure factor take on  nite values. Fig.ay shows s
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FIG .8: Static structure factor S (Q ) for hardcore bosons on
the triangular lattice as a function oft along lines of constant
=V = 34 and =V = 4. The Inset shows the super uid

density s, exhibiting a kink at &=V 0125 for =V = 34.

and S Q) as functions of =V at half 1ling, indicating
a continuous quantum phase transition from the super—
solid to the super uid at &=V 0415. W e dbserve a
kink in 5 (t) near the transition point, m arked by an ar-
row in Fig.i. Away from half- Iling, the extend of the
supersolid phase slightly increases, as shown in Fjg.:_j.
M oreover, the kink in g (t) at the supersolid-super uid
transition becom es m ore pronounced, being clearly visi-
bl for =V = 34 in Fig.§. Eventually, or =V > 395,
the supersolid phase ceases to be stable, giving rise to
a direct rst order transition between the solid and the
super uid. Thisisre ected in discontinuities ofboth g
and S Q) in Fig.d, aswellas in the density ~ Fig.d].
To sum m arize, we have dem onstrated that, in contrast
to square lattice hardocore boson m odels, an extended su—
persolid phase exists on the triangular httice w ithout the
need for longer-range or softcore interactions, abeit in a
an aller region than predicted by m ean— eld calculations
f_Z-Zj] and partially contradicting previous sin ulations on
an aller lattices f_Z-I_*i] T his supersolid phase in the density
regine 1=2 < < 2=3 em erges from the hugely degen—
erate disordered ground state of the frustrated classical
model (in the t= 0 lm i) when the quantum m echani-
cal hopping is tumed on. This illustrates an intriguing
m echanisn by which a quantum system can avoid frus-
tration: while N =3 of the bosons, on an N -site lattice
form a non—-frustrated solid at wave vector (4 =3;0) and
break translational sym m etry, the rem aining N ( 1=3)
bosons delocalize and break the U (1) gauge symm etry,
form Ing a super uid Bose-condensate on top ofthe solid
w ith density = 1=3, thus realizing a supersolid phase.
Sihce, In contrast to the square lattice, the triangular
lattice m odel does not need additional longer-ranged re—
pulsion or hopping tem s, nor a reduction of the on-site
interaction {[7], the triangular Jattice m ight be preferred
over the square lattice when looking for supersolid phases

In ultra-cold atom s on optical Jattices.
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